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The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gentle-

man’s time has expired. 
Mr. KNOLLENBERG. I move to 

strike the last word, Mr. Chairman. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-

tleman from Michigan is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. I, too, am op-
posed to this amendment. A number of 
planned and paid-for capital improve-
ment projects will be delayed or com-
pletely cancelled if this amendment 
goes through. And I think that the dis-
cussion you’ve heard from the two pre-
vious speakers is enough to suggest 
that, as much as we may want to help 
the dilemma in the gentleman’s Flor-
ida area, there is a lot of other land out 
there across this country that needs to 
be looked at, too. 

I yield to the ranking member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, Mr. JOHN MICA. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to this amendment. 
I’m pleased to join Mr. OBERSTAR who 
chairs our committee, and as the rank-
ing member, and you’ll hear from our 
ranking member on the Aviation Sub-
committee, also opposed to this 
amendment and, I believe, Mr. 
COSTELLO, who’s the Chair of the Avia-
tion Subcommittee, which I previously 
chaired, is opposed to this amendment. 
So rarely have we had such bipartisan 
support in opposing an amendment. 

As Mr. OBERSTAR said, too, maybe 
this may be well-intended to try to 
deal with some problems we’ve had in 
the past, but let me tell you, this 
amendment can have some very severe 
consequences. We’re talking about 
closing down the modernization of our 
air traffic control system. 

Here’s the headline of today’s Wash-
ington Times: ‘‘FAA Target Airline 
Delays.’’ I can’t come to the floor and 
not be besieged by Members who 
haven’t been delayed by flights. If you 
really want to close down our Nation’s 
aviation system, pass this amendment. 

We have successfully done these con-
solidations in the past. We’ll do them 
and modernize and get the latest equip-
ment. However, a moratorium on con-
solidations through January of 2009 
will cause FAA to lose $110 million of 
expiring funds this year that are tar-
geted toward modernizing these facili-
ties, and nearly a quarter of a billion 
dollars in construction costs will be 
placed on hold for projects currently in 
process across the country. This would 
be a disaster. 

Many of the airports affected are 
planning to make improvements, and 
all of this attempt to get our aviation 
industry moving and air traffic moving 
and modernization of the system will 
come to a grinding halt. May be well- 
intended, may try to solve a problem 
that the gentleman from Florida has 
experienced, but this is not the solu-
tion. 

I urge opposition. 
Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Chairman, 

I would like to yield now to the gen-
tleman on the Transportation and In-

frastructure Committee, Mr. PETRI 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Chairman, I join 
with my colleagues on the committee 
who have studied this matter in oppos-
ing the amendment before us. 

Just this morning the Aviation Sub-
committee conducted a hearing on our 
aging air traffic control facilities, 
some of which are in very, very bad 
condition, and this amendment would 
move us in the wrong direction rather 
than the right direction. The impact of 
the amendment would be, according to 
the FAA, that it would lose some $110 
million in funds that have been pro-
grammed to modernize the facilities 
that it needs to maintain to keep our 
system moving. And this will expire if 
the amendment is adopted. 

The average age of FAA towers is 
some 27 years and in route centers are 
43 years. They need to spend some $30 
billion over the next few years to mod-
ernize the facilities and maintain 
them. 

And I realize that it’s a well-meaning 
amendment, but it would set us back 
and delay the efficiency and mobility 
of our population, and could even re-
sult in some increase in risk in the sys-
tem. 

For those reasons, I would urge rejec-
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Would the 
Chair advise how much time I have re-
maining. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The gen-
tleman has 30 seconds. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I ask 
unanimous consent that each side be 
given an additional 2 minutes. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman 
from Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to Mr. POE, 
my colleague from Texas. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Chairman, I am strong-
ly a proponent of this amendment. I 
represent southeast Texas. We have a 
TRACON at Houston Intercontinental 
Airport. We have one in Beaumont, 90 
miles away. And I am not convinced 
that the consolidation of these two 
TRACONs in Houston is a good idea for 
safety. 

I’m also concerned about the fact 
that we have more and more planes in 
the air, but yet the FAA wants to have 
fewer and fewer facilities in the United 
States to control that aviation. 

I’m also concerned, as the gentleman 
from Florida is, about security. Down 
in southeast Texas, what I represent, I 
represent the number one refinery in 
the United States, the number two re-
finery in the United States. Twenty- 
two percent of the Nation’s aviation 
fuel is produced in my area. 
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And if there was some tragic event, 
some terrorist attack on Houston and 
the Intercontinental Airport, who 

would be controlling the skies? Some 
TRACON unit in Oklahoma City and 
New Mexico? I think not. I think it is 
good that we have two TRACONs in the 
area. 

And, lastly, I am not convinced that 
this would save any money. Just as we 
went through with the BRAC military 
base closures, we are finding that that 
did not save the taxpayers any money, 
especially with Ellington Field in 
Houston. 

So for all those reasons I think this 
is a wise amendment for safety and se-
curity, and I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, going forward, my col-
leagues argue that we would lose $110 
million that expires at the end of this 
year for FAA. I remind my colleagues 
that this is the United States Congress, 
and I have been here when we have ex-
tended the kinds of funds that would be 
made allocable to agencies by time. If 
we wanted to, the $110 million that has 
been discussed could be extended for 2 
or 3 years, and FAA could be delayed in 
that particular undertaking with ref-
erence to so-called modernization. 

What they did in this particular 
measure, after we passed the measure 
last year, FAA then accelerated their 
process rather than sitting down and 
talking with the stakeholders such as 
the Members of Congress or pilots or 
air traffic controllers or airport opera-
tors or aviation operators and the gen-
eral public; absolutely no discussion, 
and then put forward the measures 
that have come out now. That is the 
primary reason that I am on the floor. 
Sixteen thousand controllers and engi-
neers believe this to be the case. 

For the RECORD I will include a letter 
from the National Air Traffic Control-
lers Association. 

NATIONAL AIR TRAFFIC 
CONTROLLERS ASSOCIATION, AFL–CIO, 

Washington, DC, July 23, 2007. 
VOTE YES ON THE HASTINGS-POE-FILNER-BONO 

AMENDMENT TO THUD APPROPRIATIONS 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: As the Presi-

dent of the National Air Traffic Controllers 
Association (NATCA), representing over 
16,000 controllers, engineers, architects, 
nurses and aviation safety professionals, I 
urge you to vote yes on the Hastings-Poe- 
Filner-Bono amendment to H.R. 3074, the 
FY08 Transportation Appropriations Act. 
Representative Alcee Hastings offered a very 
similar amendment to last year’s TTHUD 
bill to prevent the FAA from consolidating 
Terminal Approach Control (TRACON) fa-
cilities, and it passed with 261 bipartisan 
votes. 

In the past, NATCA and the FAA have 
worked in tandem to identify air traffic con-
trol facility consolidations that could poten-
tially make sense and to ensure that the 
process involves the important input from 
vital stakeholders. Unfortunately, the FAA 
is no longer taking into consideration the le-
gitimate concerns of stakeholders such as 
Members of Congress, pilots, air traffic con-
trollers, airport operators, aviation opera-
tors, and the general public. 

NATCA believes that the FAA must con-
sider air traffic control facility consolida-
tions/colocations using a transparent process 
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